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in re Application of ; DECISI0N GRANTING 

Skiadopoulos et al. ditttttow 
Application No. 09/900,112 : PETITION 

Filed: 5 July, 2001 

Attorney Docket No. 015280-422100US : 

This is a decision on the petition filed on 26 September, 2001, 
requeuing that the above identified application be accorded a 
fU?ng Tale of 5 July, 2001, with 30 sheets of drawings as a part 
of the original disclosure. 

The application was filed on 5 July, 2001. On 31 fgust 2001 
howeve?, initial Patent Examination Dmsion » a Notice 
Incomplete Nonprovisional Application, stating that ™ e 
aoolication had been deposited without drawings. Additionally, 

tic-ne^as informedrtat the oath or declaration the 
abstract and a Sequence Listing in compliance with 37 CFR 1.821 
? 825 were required. A two (2) -month period for reply was set. 

nn ?S SeDtember, 2001, in response, inter alia, the present 

^T^nn I check for $130.00, and 30 sheets of drawings were 
? 5 ° Petitfonerfargue that the 30 sheets of drawings were 

fUed with the other W"^^^^^^"^^" 
subsequently misplaced in the U.S. ? postcard receipt 

,0 " iCe, ; f .d n or2rseptemoe?y 200iTne postcard receipt shows 
^^f^eiftfstampTf f -iy, 2001, and the f ^ve-identif ie 

including Udell's of drawings, be'accorded a filing date of 5 
July, 2001. 
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A review of the record reveals that no sheets of dr awings are 
lnrated amon q the application papers received on 5 July, ^uui. 
However the evidence is convincing that the application papers 
Sepoluid on Holy, 2001, included 30 sheets of drawings, which 

subsequently misplaced in the Office. Therefore the 
application, including 30 sheets of drawings, is entitled to a 
filing date of 5 July, 2001. 

The Notice of Incomplete Nonprovisional Application mailed on 31 
Zaust 200?, was sent in error and is hereby vjcated to the 
ex?e£'that it stated that the application had been deposited 
without drawings. 

The petition is "ranted to the extent indicated above The oath 
of declaration, a^slr^t, and Sequence Listing m compliance with 
37 CFR 1.821-1.825 are still required. 

Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
decision to fUe a signed oath/declaration, an abstract and a 
Sequence Listing in compliance with 37 CFR 1 1.821 ^ 92 b. 
annlirant must provide a computer readable form (CRF) copy or tne 

TsiTw . or 1.82?(d) This time period may be extended pursuant 
to 37 CFR ?.136(a). Failure to comply with these requirements 
will result in the ^ndonment of the application. 

Since the application was filed on 5 July, 2001 without a signed 
^/declaration, the $130.00 surcharge set forth in 37 CFR 
? 16(eT is required. The petition fee, which is unnecessary 
D ec!use the petition is due to USPTO error, will be credited 
towards the surcharge. 

processing with a filing date of 5 July, 2001. 
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Telephone inquiries specific to this matter should be directed to 
Petitions Attorney Douglas I. Wood at (703) 308-6918. 



Beverly M. Flanagan 
Supervisory Petitions Examiner 
Office of Petitions 
Office of the Deputy Commissioner 
for Patent Examination Policy 




